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DISCUSSION: The immigrant visa petition was denied by the
Director of the Vermont Service Center. The matter is now before
the Administrative Appeals Office (AAO) on appeal. The appeal

will be summarily dismissed.

The petitioner identifies itself as a Seventh Day Adventist
church. It seeks classification of the beneficiary as a special
immigrant religious worker pursuant to section 203 (b) (4) of the
Immigration and Nationality Act (the Act), 8 U.S.C. § 1153 (b) (4),
to perform services as an ordained elder. The director's decision
states only that the petitioner failed to establish that the
beneficiary had been continuously serving in a qualifying
religious occupation during the two-year period immediately
preceding the filing date of the petition.

On appeal, counsel indicated that a brief would be submitted
within 30 days of the filing date of the appeal. As of this date,
no brief or further documentation has been received.

Pursuant to 8 C.F.R. § 103.3(a) (1) (v) :

An officer to whom an appeal is taken shall summarily
dismiss any appeal when the party concerned fails to
identify specifically any erroneous conclusion of law
or statement of fact for the appeal.

In this case, counsel fails to identify specifically any erroneous
conclusion of law or statement of fact for the appeal. As the
petitioner has provided no additional evidence on appeal to
overcome the basis for denial of the petition, the appeal will
be summarily dismissed.

It is noted that the following, additional grounds of
ineligibility were not addressed in the director’s decision:

1. The petitioner has not established that the beneficiary has
received a qualifying job offer.

2. The petitioner has not demonstrated that the offered position
constitutes a qualifying religious occupation for the

purpose of special immigrant classification.

As the appeal will be summarily dismissed, however, these issues
will not be addressed in this decision.

Counsel requests oral argument. Oral argument, however, is

limited to cases where cause is shown. It must be shown that a
case involves facts or issues of law which cannot be adequately
addressed in writing. 1In this case, no cause for oral argument

is shown. Consequently, counsel's request for oral argument is
denied.



In visa petition proceedings, the burden of proof remains entirely
with the petitioner. Section 291 of the Act, 8 U.S.C. § 1361.
Here, that burden has not been met. In accordance with 8 C.F.R.
§ 103.3(a) (1) (v), the appeal will be summarily dismissed.

ORDER: The appeal is dismissed.



